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THE LOS ANGELES CITY JUNIOR COLLEGE CISTRICT CONDUCTED A
6-WEEK EXPERIMENT FOR THREE GROUPS OF UNDEREDUCATED
YOUTH--(1) 56 WITH LOW HIGH SCHOOL GRADES, (2) 51 FROM
BILINGUAL HOMES AND ALSO WITH LOW GRADES, AND (3) 51 ACMITTED
T0 COLLEGE BUT UNABLE TO MAINTAIN A C AVERAGE. AMONG THE
PROGRAM'S 10 OBJECTIVES WERE (1) REFINING CERTAIN TEACHING
PRACTICES DISCOVERED IN AN EARLIER PROJECT, (2) PROVIDING
IN-SERVICE RETRAINING OF INSTRUCTORS, (3) TRAINING TEACHER
AIDES TO USE THE EXPERIENCE IN THEIR HOME COMMUNITIES, (4)
HELPING THE STUDENT BY EARLY DIAGNOSIS OF HIS WEAK POINTS,

(5) FINDING JOBS SUITABLE FOR THOSE WITH LOW VERBAL SKILL,
AND (6) IMPROVING THE STUCENT'S ATTITUDE AS WELL AS HIS
SKILL. ALL THREE GROUPS ENROLLED IN TWO EXPERIMENTAL CLASSES,
HAD TUTORIAL SESSIONS, AND ATTENDED CULTURAL EVENTS. GROUP I
ALSO TOOK COURSES IN LANGUAGE AND INTRODUCTORY FSYCHOLOGY,
GROUP 11 TOOK THE SAME IN A BILINGUAL CONTEXT, AND GROUF II1
TOOK THE FSYCHOLOGY COURSE AND ONE CALLED "MAN AND SOCIETY."
IN PRE- AND FOST-TESTS, ATTITUDES WERE MEASURED BY THE
MEANING OF WORDS INVENTORY, WITH 15 OF THE 30 ITEMS SHOWING A
POSITIVE CHANGE IN THE STUDENTS. ON READING TESTS, GROUF I11
SHOWED THE MOST IMPROVEMENT, GROUP I THE LEAST. GPA'S RANGED
FROM 2.00 TO 2.89. AT THE END OF THE PROJECT, 126 (83 '
PERCENT) WERE STILL ENROLLED. ABOUT TWO-THIRDS OF EACH GROUP
ENROLLED IN COLLEGE FOR THE FALL TERM. REPLIES TO A 40-I1TEM
QUESTIONNAIRE ZHOWED FAVORABLE STUDENT OPINION OF THE
PROJECT. (HH)
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PREFACE

This repert describes and partially evaluates a
summar preject of the Les Angeles City Junier Cellege
District, held en the campus of Les Angeles City Cellege.
The preject was financed in part by Feders! funds frem
the United States Office eof Educatien.

The ebjectives of the preject were several feld, as

described In & later section. This repert is cencerned

with ebjectives relating te student achievemsnt and
attitude. Other repesrts will! discuss curriculum materials

and instructiensl methedelegy.
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MPROJECT SUMHER °67, AN EXPERIMENTAL PROGRAM FOR
EDUCAT)ONALLY DISADVANTAGED YOUTH: AN EVALUATION"

b, INTRODUCT ION
%, Objectivas of the project
With the support of the United States Office of Educatlion,
the Los Angeles City Junior College District conducted In the
summer of 1967 a slx wesk experimental program for educationally
disadvanzaged youth of the district. The program was designed for
the followlng groups:

(1) Fifty culturally disadvantaged students whose high schoo!
records Indicated a poor prognosis for succass In college
:r who drapped out of high school bescause of academic
al lure.

(2) Fifty studeats from biiingual homes whose high school scholare
ship records Indicated a poor prognosis for success In college
or who dropped out of high school because of academic failure.

(3) Fifty students who entered one of the colleges In the dis~
trict during the 1966<67 year In good standing but who did
not maintain a setisfactory grade average and thus would
have been forced to Interrupt thelr education,

The objectives of the program, as stated In the prospectus for
the project, ware:

a. To expend, refine, test, and redirect the teaching mathods
and materials for culturally disadvantaged youth started
in @ prior project as a result of discoveries of In=
::‘r:cton in the program and research studies which have

b. To retrain selected junior college Instructors from the
six collages in the district to the noads of culturally
disadvantaged students using the In-service training as~
pects developed in the previous project.

c. 7o recruit, traln, and develop a corps of able Teacher
Assistants able to 4o back to thelr community to Imple-
ment the program In their college and to later serve as
leaders in encouraging the development of community proe-
grams and community agencies to work to solve this cri-
tical problem, ‘




d. To davelop & summer program which cen be used as »
laboratory for the refinement of teaching methods and
materials with students 4w have disadvantages In one
of the categories identifind above,

e, To develop an Introduction to College session to ensble
students whose educational program has been stopped or
interrupted because of follure or disadvantages, to
identify thelr reasons for fallure and find weys to over~
come their disadvantages so thay can return to college with
& better chance for success. '

f. To experiment with weys to diagnose and ldentify the educa-
tional or cultural disadvantage of low-achieving students
0 that thelr disabllity can be more effectively remediod.

g. To develop a basic 13th and ilth year graded curriculum which
will benefit urban students with varlious educationai or
m::onl disadvantages who will not transfer to a four-year
college.

h. To develop curricula, teaching methods, and teaching materials
which mey be used by Teaching Assistants after a wminimm of
training to supplement the community educational resources.

1. To help teachers, coumselors, Industry, and students discever
the vocational possibilities for youth with low verbal and
writing aptitudes.

J. To develep methods and materials which will help students
gein skills, attitudes, and knowledges they will need to
earn & living and to understend and participete in owr

B. Selsction of students )

Studants were sulected through the cooperation of persoaral In

the loce! colleges ., high schools, and community agencles according

to the fol lawing set of criterla:
Sulturally Oisadvantaced

1. High school! performance Indicates a poor likelihood for success
In college work. (Where high school records are avallable, of=-
fictal placement In programs fer the mente!lly deficient or mentally
rotarted would meke the applicent Inollglbhx.




5.
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There Is evidence that the applicant has @ culturally disadvan-
taged background (NQT bilingually disadvantaged == ses below).
'l'l;o applicant had not been plamning on attending college at this
time,
The applicant is abls and willing to mest the following minimus
requirements of the program:
a) participate in the program on campus betwoen 8 and 3 pm
datly and
b) participate In off-campus activities one afterncon (after
3 ) or evening per wesk and one Saturday during the
six wesks session, -
High schoo) graduats OR 18 years of age at the beginning of the
program, but in no cese older than 21,
¥

Bilinguelly Pisadvantaced

."
®

3.
&.

Se
6.

High schoo! performence indicates a poor 1tkellhood fer success In
college work. (Whers high school records are aval lsbla, officiel
placement In programs for the mentally deficlent or mentally -
retarded would make the &pplicant ineligible).
There Is evidence that the applicant comes from a bliingsal back~
ground where a substantial amownt of the communication within the
:::::yhlnd with friends involved the use of a language other than
sn,

'I‘l'n applicant had not been planmning on attending college at this
time.
The applicant is sble and willing to mest the following sinizum
requirements of the program:

) :i'-:le::to in the program on campus betwesn 8 am and 3 pm

Y
b) perticipate in off-campus activities one efternoon (after
3 pm) OR evening per week snd ons Saturday during the six
wook session,

The applicant was born and reered In the US (or his formm) evuics=
tion since elementary school hes taken place In schools with’n the US).
High school graduate OR 18 years of age at the beginning of the pro~
gram, but In no case older then 21, ‘

tolleas Students subject to dismissal for acadmmic ressons.

2.
3.

The applicant entersd a junior cellege In reguiar status (unre- -,
stricted, non=probationary), as a "first time" college student

in the Fail, 1966 semester,

The applicant achieved less than a C average during the Fall,

1966 semster.

The applicant's probabllity of achieving a C average during the
Spring, 1967 semester appears to be unlikely in the opinion of the
college ceunseler

!
{
|
|
|
a

|
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Ih, The spplicant is able and willing to mest the following minimm
requirsnents of the program:
a) perticipate In the program on campus betwesn 8 am and
pm dally and
b) serticipate In off-campus activities one afterncon (aftor
3 om) OR evening perveek and one Saturdey during the six
wesk session
5. The spplicant 18 under 22 years of age.

Fina! selection produced 15 students from ths following high schools

{Groups 1 and 2) and colleges (Group 3):
JABLE L ~ Souress of Students, Project $'67

W(SOD | (%) W
JRUNNN 77~ Tt F—— _w___——

Vashington 9 Lincoln 10 Cast Los Angeles ]
Fremont 6 Roosevelt 9 Los Angeles City College 18
Jefferson 4 San Fernando 8 Los Angeles Herbor 7
Belt Gardems 4 Betmont 4 Los Angeles Plerce 2
Menual Arts 3 Wi lsondf b tos Angeles Trade-Tech. 3
Rocsevelt 3 Frankiin 3 Los Angeles Velley 6
San Farnando 3 Polytechnic 2  Others ik
Jordan 2 Hunt ington Park 2

Hunt Ington Park 2 Quuen of Angels 2

Witsen 2 Samning '

Sylmer 2 L1} )

San Podro 2 Setl Sardens 1

Banning’ y Monroe ¥

Garfliald ' Washington 1

Momron . i $Sylner -

Polytecimic ! M. Carmel }

Frankiin ' o

Burbank )

Carson ' .

Salesion '

* Four students did not previocusly attend college but were placsd In this
. group upon staff recemmendation, Two were from Huntington Park High
Schoo}, one sach from Jefferson and Jordan,




C. Outline of the Program
The 150 studants® expsriences in the program conslsted of
thres mejor features:

il; enrollment In twe exporimental classes

2) smell group and Individus) consultation vith
teacher assistants ("tutors")

(3) a series of comunity cultural events

The 50 culturally disadvantaged students (Group 1) were enrellnd

in the fol len§ OUrses :

Ihe ¥orld of Vords

Communications 20 = 3 units, Lsnguags and communication
skills were developsd In this course through reading, spesking,
. writing, and vocabulary study. Emphasis wes placed ~pon ace
quiring knowledge of the menner In which words are used to In-
fluence our actions and the actions of others.

The Morid of the lodividual

Psychology 30 ~ Introduction to Psychology ~ 3 units.
in this courss the student was provided an opportunity to
develop an understanding of himself and to establish career
gesls. Tescher Assistants assisted him In establishing his
individunl identity and recognizing his inhereat worth end
capebilities. Lsarming and remswbering, motivation and In-
dividual differences wars studied with the object of helping
the student to exercise self~discipliine, to organize his
tims and actions, to meke plans, and to meintein mental
health. Reeding and study skills were devoloped.

The 50 b11ingusl studerts (Group 2) were earolled In the following
Courses::

The Morid of VMorda

x Miatton 20 = 3 units. The content of this course

were similar to thet offered for Group i. However, the cless-

room activities and teaching methods were plasned for students
from bl ingual homes.

Ihadocld of the Individual

Psychology 30 = 3 units. The content of this course wes
similar to that offered for Group I, Again however, the cless~
room activities end teaching methods were plonned for students
from bilingual homes,




The 50 students who entered coliese in good standing (Group 3),
but were unable to meintain a 'C" averags were cnrolh'd in the

following coursas:

Tha Morld of the ivdividual

Psychology 30 ~ 3 units, The content of this course wes
simllar to that offered for Group |, However, emphasis wes
placed upon helping the student to understand his om strengths
and wesknesses, to cops with frustration and limitations, and
to have & heslthy concern for meintenance of physical and

mental heaith. Classroom activities and teaching methods were
plamad for the underachleving student,

Yen and Soclety
Hmenities 31 = 3 units. In this course a study wes made

of the systems pecple have for living together, the of fect of

the mess on the individual, the influence on men of art, music,

titerature and ldess, and chenges taking place In cut culturse.

Ewphesis wes placed upon helping the student to understand

social, cultural, economic, and humen relationships confronting

an Individual In contemporary soclety,

During the 196667 academic ysar, an experimental program wes con-
ducted at Los Angeles City College In which academically able students
enrolied at the cellege worked on a volunteer basls with culturally
disadvantaged students to assist them In learning English, Thers
appeared to be significant gains In the students' ~bility to mester the
subject when this type of assistance wes provided. This experiment was
contimuad In Project Swusmer '67 by assigning 30 such students to work
with the 150 students and 6 tuuchers. These Teacher Assistants were
selected from academically able older youths from one of the district
colleges, from one of the swrrounding four-year colleges, o were re-

crulted from the community.

in addition to classroom, smal] group, and Individual activities
designed to Incresse "acadenic" knowledge and competencs, students
were provided “culturs!” enrichment in the form of weskly trips to

Page 6.
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comnunity places of Interest. Places visited Included the Music
Center, Hollywood Bowl, Knott's Berry Farm, Hancock Park, St.
Sophia, Huntington Library, end the Los Angeles Civic Center.

CHARACTERISTICS OF STUDENTS

Personal Characteristics

To ascertals personal cheracteristics of the students which
might have relevanus to the program objectives, a sixty-aight item
questionnaire war adwinistersd and the results tabulated, 19 atu-
dents complated the questionnaire. Following is & sunmary digest of
the information obtained. ,

Students' ages ranged from 16 to 24 with » median age of 18.
55% of the students were male, 98% unmarried. Thres fourths of them
had lived in Los Angelas for ten years or more, 93% with parents. Al-
most one third stated that thers parsnts were separated or divorced.
Over 80% of father's occupetions were listed In unskilied, seni-
skilled or skilled worker category. 70% of the students indicated
that at some time In their 1ife thelir mothers had worked, with one third
of these stating they had worked all their (the students) lives. He-
dian estimeted gross family Incoms for 1966 was sbout $6,500. Although
less than 5% of the students' parents gradusted from college, 80X of
the students reported that It was "quite" or @ ‘very" Important to the

parents that the student graduate. Religlous preferences of the stu-
dents were §2% Cathollic, 22% Protestent, 3% Jewish, with the remainder
indicating "other" or ‘no preference."




. 1 end 2 Indicate the distribution of scores on these tests.

Page 8.

" Most of the students claimed to have decided on & mejor fleld
of study, with the decision being made within the past tuwo years, and
having been mede primurily by the student himsalf with Vittle cutside
influence, Host of them sdmitted to consideradle vmﬁm In ar-
rlvlng at thts decision, and were considering two or thrw alumttm

" Most m-m approve of their decision, which for aver helf of them um

require at hlst four years of coilege. 95% of the students gradultd

" from high uhnol. Over two thirds have attended only one high school,

usua!ly ® hrg. nb“c. co-ducatiml lntognmd chool. Half of tho

students didn't know thelr rank (aa/mtally) at grmtlon. of tl\c

hﬂf who, dM, most thowght they were at lesz: In the top half. Most
felt high school prepared them mll for oollege. When asked about -

: prtlcuhr subjects, students showed 2 variety of responses, soms con=

tradictory, altw. one clear. response-was that the most disliked sub~
Jiet wes mathesetics.

Awi}ity Test (SCAT, Form 1A), the instrusent used as the Los Angeles
City College sntrance exeminetion. In addition, the Sclence and Re-
search Associates Non-verbal aptitude test was adninistered., Flgures

On the SCAT test Groups | oad 2 psrformed at about the samo level.
Mean scores for these groups for Verbsl, Quntitstive, and Tots) score
all lie between the tonth and fiftesnth percentiles on national coliege
freshwan norms. The distridbution for Group 3 closely perallels that
for all LACC entrants in Fall 1967, averaging st the 40th, 30th, and
32nd percentiles for verbal, quantitative, and tots) score, respectively.




Pags 9.
On the SRA non-verbal test, Group 3 again performed at & higher
level than the other two aroups, but Group 2 performence excesded that
of Group | on this measurs. When compered to norms for 17 year olds
and oldar, furnished by the test publishers, Group 3 averasged at the
77th percentils, Group 2 at the 66tﬁ percentile, and Group | at the 43rd

percentile.
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142, PEHAVIORAL CHANGES iN STUDENTS

A, Attitudes:
o In order to measure attitudinal changes, as relatdd to objec~
tiva (}) (Sec. 1A), the ‘Meming of Vords inventory" (MOW1), de=
veloped by Professor Newton Metfessel of the University of Southern
K California, was adwministered at the beginning and end of the project.
The tests were scored and analyzed by Dr. Metfessel. Following are
axcerpts from the Interpretive Guide for the MOWI .,

"The NOWI Is...an cbjective method for measuring quantie-
tatively, and In a relatively chort pericd of time, the
perceived meanings individuals have of significant com= °
cepts known to be related to achlievement,..

The MOW! s an adaptation of the Semantic Diffaorential,..
s combination of controlled assoclation and scaling pro-
cedures. By controlled assoclation is meant that the -
individual Is presented with a presciibed set of bipolar
adjectival scales on which to judge a group of selected
concepts.  The scaling procedures consist of the mmber

of steps per scale and the method of determining placement
of each scale rating. o

Through tho mathod of factor analysis Osgood et al found thet
the polar adjective scales .represented the.msjor dimsnsions
slong which semantic meanings;..usy vary...Thres dimensions
or factors have emerged, ..The “evaluative" factor can be
considersd as the attitudinel variable In human thinking...
The "potency’ factor...is related to power and other at=
tributes assoclated with it... The third factor, “activity",
relates to quickness, excitement, warmth, agitation...

The liwentory contains 30 concapts selected on the basis

of research findings... There are nine scales, three for

esch factor... Tha 30 concepts were orginally vaildated
against & theoretical wodel to represent ten major critical
factor areas found to be concerned with the achievement motilva=~
tion complex,..

The following Is & breskdown of the concepts 1o each of the ten
major aress:
1. Assoclations

Teachers, Ides! Teacher, Studemts Who Gat Good
Srades, Students Who Get Poor Grades
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2, Social Relationships
Classmates, My Best Friends, Older Kids
3. Aduit Approval
Grownups , Parents, fdsal Parents, Most People
i, Moral and Soclal Values
Trylng Hard, Cheating
5. Percelved Utility of School Experience
Homework, Arithmetic, Taking Tests, School, ;
Reading, Studying w
6. Success Patterns
First Grade, My Grades, Rich People, Poor People
7. Authority Relationships
Rules, Discipline
8. Goal Direction
Cellege, Success, Future
9, Self-Concept
How My Class Sees Me, Ms, My School Abllity,
Mow !'d Like to Be
10, Spontanecous !nterest
Clubs and Organizations

The Thirty concepts were di fiurentiated against nine polar
adjective scales representing the three mjor factors of evaluation,
potency, an and activity. The scales used for the gyaluative factor
were falr-unfair, pleasant=unpleasant, and sweet=sour. The
factor wes represented by the scales strong-weak, large-small, and
heavy-light. The scales active-passive, sharp=dull, and fast-slow
represented the activity facior,"

'n analyzing the dota, pre=test and post=test mosns were

calcslated for each of the 270 Ttems. Table 2 susmarizes the at~
tidudinal changes found In the analysis.




JABLE 2 - Project 5°'67

L.A.C.C, EVALUATION

SUMMARY OF ATTITUDINAL CHANGES

Page 14,

Area and Number of Changes o t‘l' ]
Concupt Evaluative Potency Activity . ;"‘:“9:: °
1. Success two one none Positive
« Rules . one none none Negative
3. Most People one none none Positive
4. WHome work none none none csvessene
Students Who Get
5. Good Grades none one nono !’osl tive
6. Discipiins one one none Positive
7. My Future none ons none Positive
8. Arithmetic one none none Positive”
9. Taking Tests jﬁ none one one Positive
0. School none none one Positive
1._College two two _two Positive”
|z.‘ H“::oswssz.;: none none none osescesecs
PB- Grown=ups 1 none none nons esssececes
Clubs and
L, Organizations nons ons none Positive
5. Poor People none two none Negative
6. First Grade none none none sesssevess
17. My Grades nons none none sescosecece
8. _ Rich People none one none Positive
People Who |
Work Very Hard none one none Positive

% Changes occurred at the | percent level of conflidencs,
All others were at the 5 percent level,




TABLE 2 (continued)

Area and Number Changes
Concept Direction of
Eveluative Potency Activity Charges
® Idu' t“‘h‘r none none none PP G UOOOCHOI N
The Person |
. Would Like to Be none ons none Positive
. Studying none none none ssaassencs
. Teachers none none none 20483 A5 0804
. Me none none none eeo8s 000000
My Best Friends none one none Positive _
. Reading nons one none Positive
. My School Ability none none none saaardcay
. Older Kids none none none BLBoGane
Students Who
Get Poor Grades none none none sesvoant én
0, Ideal Parents none none nons
2 !
TOTAL elght fifteen four 15 g:g;::::

Quoting from the Metfessel report:

ERIC

Full Tt Provided by ERIC.

"As may be seen by Table 2, fifteen positive
and two negative changes in attitude occurred
from pre to post test. Utillizing the Sign Test
(Stegel, S., Monpsrametric Statistics, 1956)
this differencs Is significant at the .001 level
of confidencs.

Consequently, It may be concluded, the program did
result In favorable attitudinal changes as related
to the stated objective."




8. Reading and Vocabulary Levels

in order to measure changes In reading and vocabulary levels,
two Instruments were administered at the beginning and end of the
session. Instruments used were the California Reading Test, Read~
Ing Yocabulary Section, and the SRA Reading for Understanding Place-
ment Test,

Figure 3 indicates distributions of raw scores and the distribu-
tion of difference scores for the CRT Reading Vocabulary pre-test
and post-test, end Table 3 indicaes pertinent statistics. Althoubh
none of the three differzices in mean scores Is statistically signi-
ficant, all thiree groups averaged higher on the post-test than the
pre=test, with Group 3 showing the mest galn and Group | showing the
least,

Figure & presents distributions of raw sceres™ for the Reading
For Understanding Placement Test. Group | sveraged the same scere

! . ' on both pre-tesi and post-test, whila the other two groups showed @
slight but not statistically significant improvement. Table 4 indi-

' cutes parrizent statistics.

% gcore used is number correct on items 51-100
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TABLE 3 ~ Project S'67: Mean Scores on CRT Reading Vocabulary

Page 19.

Stand.
GROUP No. Mean Deviation DOIff, | “t' Slg.
Pre~test 42 25.3 | 1. | +3.3 | v ! Mo
Group 1 Post~test 42 28.6 9.9
| Pre-test 37 27.5 9.4 |+1.9 | 6.8 | Mo
. Group 2 Post~test 37 29.4 9.7
Pre-test 43 | "36.0 8.6 |+3.6 | 192 | Mo
Group 3 Post-test 43 39.6 8.8 : .
TABLE 4 - Project '67: Mesn Scores on RFU Reading Placement
Stand,
GROUP No. Mesn [Deviati Diff.. et Sig.
Pre-test 42 24.3 5.8 0 0 No
Group 1§ Post~test L2 24,3 7.2
Pre-test 36 23.4 6.6 +1.7]1 V.13 No
Group 2 Post-test 36 25.1 6.1
Pre-test by 29.0 4.5 +1.0 1.03 Mo
Group 3 Foste=test Lily 30.0 4.6




v,

A.

As reported earlier in this study, each student was enroiled

Grade Distributions

PERFORMANCE AND PERSISTENCE STATISTICS

Page 20,

In two courses, the nature of the courses depending upon tha group.

Tablie 5 indicates distribution of grades glven in each of the six

courses.

TABLE 5 = Grade Distributions, Project $167 (wlt‘hdt:ma!s not included)

A " e | o1 e 1

| No %Mo : %Mo %lWo- ZiNo % | Toral | GPA

| Commnications 2 1§ 2% |V1 |26% 1814 11 1264} 1i2% 2 | 2.00

roup | | Psychology 30 5i13%| 5 i13% 261 62% L ilon| V! W 2.2
Commun ! cations 2& _o§ 0% |13 §36ﬂj l9§ 5073 6 §16% 0%0% 38 .2,'l8 i

roup 2 |pguchology 30 21 5%|19 isod 16i b2y Vi 3% oiox | 38 | 2.58

Mumanitles 31 | 2] 4% |10 {228 26i 57 71k Vi | 46 | 2.

roup 3 |peychology 30 | 10 j22% |21 uedd 151329 o on| ofox | 46 | 2.8

Jotal Communications 20 1 § 1% | 24 f 30‘7) 37% lbﬂ! 17 §2|%' ! i;'l%"_ 8¢ 2.09

Fotal Psychology 30 | 17 {1 |45 | 364 57i 453 5| M| 1 iwk | 125 | 2.58

otal Humanitles 31 2} ux|10 | 22 26i 574 7ivs%| vi2x | 46 | 2.1

b GRAND TOTAL 1038%795'3241205471!29’;12%'3?'% 250 | 2.34

oat———
s —

R———
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Table 6 glves the distribution of grades el'rnod by students in

each of their two courses indicating the number obtalning identlcal

grades (s.9., AA, BB), grades differing by one (e.g., AB, BC), and
grades differing by two (@.g.. AC, BD),
Tablg 6 - Olistribution of Grades In Two Courses
#———ﬂm
Group 2 1 Group 3} Total
AA | 0 ] 2
(1) 3 10 L 17
‘ cc 15 10 9 34 |
Grades FF | (1] 0 |
L " | Totat 24 21 14 59
R b 2 5 "
B Grades ' 8C 6 10 1 30
Diffaring | & 7 1 5 3 15
| Total T, 7 | 22 56
Grades \ AC 0 0 L L
piffering 8D 0 1) 5 5
by two oF o 0 ' 1
) Total ) ) 10 10
Total | 1 38 b | 125
—— — ——————— =
A greater &'uparlty in grading occured !a Group 3 than in either

of the other two groups. Ten !nstances of grades differing by two

occurred, all in Group 3. n each case the higher grade was In
Psychology, the lower in Mathemitlics.




8. Retention

Table 7 below indicates persistencs statistics: originel
enroliment, enroliment at the halfway point, and enrol Imont at
the end of the Project.

Iable 7 - Enroliment Statistics, Project $i67

LUCN R TS R
Srowpl L 50 _...[wox . WO A0 U SO T .. SO
S 2 st Geew ) W G LB 0N .
Group 3 51 (100%) W (96%) ]l (950%)
TOTAL 152 (100%) 138 (91%) 126 (83%)

C. Fall Enrollment
During the last week of the project, students were asked to
state thelr Intentions about attending college during the Fall,
1967 semester. In November 1967, students were meiled & postcard

which they were requested to return indicating their enrollgent
status. A second postcard was melled 2 weeks later to those mot
responding. 93 {7i%} of the 126 studants responded, Table 8
susmerizes the findings of this postcard survey.

Four of five students carried ocut their stated plans, All

seven colleges registered Project ‘67 students In Fall, 1967, with
L.A.C.C. accounting for about one third of the registrants from
Groups | and 3 and East L.A, accounting for about one third of those

o from Group 2.
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€. Fall Enrollment {continued)
The remainder were distributed among the remaining colleges.
Apparently about two thirds of those completing the Project for

each of the three groups enrolled in a Los Angeles college for the

Fali, 1967 semaster,
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V. STUDENT OPINIONS OF PROJECT
To obtaln somes evidence of student reaction to the program, an
evaluation checkshest consisting of 40 Items to be rated on & 5 point
scale (disagree strongly =2 , disagres {«1) , no opinion {07,
agree f(ﬂ:] , strongly agres f:.'a-z:',l), was administered,to students during
the final week of the project. A total of 128 students, 40 from Growp |,
34 from Group 2, and 43 from Group 3 anonymously completed the Instru-
ment. Eleven of those completing the questionnaire neglected to indicate
their group and were not Included in the teble described below,
Table 9 indicates the mean response for each of thres groups and
for the total, coded as follows:
Group | (Culturally Disadvantaged) ===wes=e= red C
Group 2 (B1lingually Disadvantaged) =r=ueswee red B
Group 3 (College Disqualified) «eswswaneusess red D

Tot.' ‘pr £ V0 O R 0 0 200 000 SR 00 B SIS WD O 06 08 A0 G G 6 US40 U5 SR U W) 6N I 9 4B grm ‘r




Position of letter of scala at right
ind! cates average respense of groun,

. €2 culturally disadvantaged
B: bibingually disadvantaged
0: coilege disqualified

7: total group

Attending Project "67 was a wonderful
exper ience.

The teachers thls summer were great,

i found college to be quite different from
high school.,

The group counseling sessions were very
helpful.

Being together in our cwn butlding was
one of the strong features of the ptrogram.

I would strongly advise other students like
me to attend a program |lke this,

in general, | thought the off~campus trips
wer's 8 waste of time.

My teacher-alde {tutor) was a big help to me.

i thought the people who planned the program
did a fine job,

" feel that 1| have done conslderable "‘growing up”
this summer.

i feal my reading has fmproved a lot this summer.

This summer has convinced me that { should con-
tinue in cellege.

Transportation getting to and from LACC was a
blg problem.

_ag;mfiauu.» Sunzary of Evaluatien Checksheei Respopses
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5 5 - ) S °8
25 5 5
- o ¥ < <0
v, - y
Bafore | came to this program, | had no 2 ! 1 L l : 'L . i
intention of going to college. - -1 0
L | ] ok i '
. | think | understand myself a llttle better -2 A . =
now . " 0 l 2
. The students !n thls program worked _, ~.| o U";““: : ;
very hard. = '
T2 8
. i think | was very lucky to have been able L — | : ' . — }
to be in the program. -2 -1 0 : 2
My parents think this summer program didn'’t -2 !
do anything for me.
. | think we should have been mixed in with _zl
other students, rathern than in a building
by ourselves,
i learned a lot this summer about the types -2 1
of jobs that are avallable,
t can speak In front of people with more -2 L
conf idence now.
. The textbooks we used this summer were too -2 |
hard to read.
1 sti1] don"t have any idea of what type of I
work will be best for me. ~2
. 1 think ! will be a better citizen for having _, l

LACC this summer.

, The trip to the Music Center was worthwhile. -2
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The trip to Hancock Park was worth- ..zl ' T.lf t') L 'l ' 2
while.

e, g

The trip to the Hollywood Bowl was _2! : -'I :, -+ g| 2
worthwhile.

- ) L a1 Lo Tt o
The trip to the L.A. Civic Center -2 -] 0 | 2
was wortiwhlle.

Ve y ey oo,

The trip to St. Sophla was wortiwhile. -2 -1 0 j i 2

L a1 v i o

The trip to the Huntington Library was B -2 -1 0 1 2
worthwhi le.

| c B, |

More individual talks with a counselor ..zl A T.Jr ) | ] : 2
would have been helpful.

| n_tjlirl') L i i y

i really didn’t learn very much durlng -2 T -l 0 1 2

the program
D, To e

| found | was sxpected to do more for .2‘ : .J‘ J —! '| ! ‘i
myself at LACC than In high school.

(1 Tedh o |

! would 1ike to have had more time with .2' + .: Lo ] l 2
my teacher-alde {tutor).

pTe
My study habits Improved a great deal _zl : -'L 6| ' ﬂl . 2'
thlis summer,

' [

! would have preferred more off-campus _2' : _'l ol el : ' Jz
activitles.

C_JbD 5
The students in the program were quite friendly. z' ' _: o‘ - " L “ji
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38. | worked hard this summer end did L | 4 | etla g
my best. =@ o} 0 ) 2
39. The program was administered very | | | 1 ﬂl (r_les) |
sxoethly and efficlentiy. e2 o] 0 | 2
Lo, 0f ) had 1t to do ever, ! weuid have l | %nl_m‘ i | { l | | - .ﬂ
=2 - 0 1 2

done sewsthing elise this summer,

After chacking the 40 items, students were invited to 'make any comwents

which might be helpful to us in planning future programs .’
Two thirds of these students made written comments, distributed as

follows:

Numbar_Responding Numbar Writing Comppnts
Group ! 40 2'0 (60%)
Group 2 34 19 (56%)
Group 3 L3 3 (79%)
TOTAL 1} 77 (66%)

The following Table 10 Is an attempt to susmarize these comments.




Table 10 = Summery of Student Comments, Project $t67

Page 30,

Typs of Comment

Number making comment

General program:

Teacher=-aldes:
(Yutors)

Teachers:

Schedule:

Curriculum:

Adainistration:

favorsble
unfavorable

favorable

unfavorable

nseded more time
attendance should be regular
attendancs should be optional
groups should be smaller

favorsble
unfavorable

day too long
should have wore homawork
have more fleld trips

classes not adeuuats
have 4 classes Instead of 2
fet student chcose

treatment too juvenile

too much like high school

should be more strict

don't mix high school &
college students

do mix high school &
college students

rooms too hot

poorly organi zed

nesd more Individua! counseling

Improved study hablts

should be with regular college
students

should be a full semester

have more campus activities

Group | | Group 2| Group 3|Total
3 A 4 22
0 0 2 2
3 + 2 3 8
2 } 2 5
3 0 ] L
2 0 0 A
| 0 (1] 1
l 0 0 |
2 2 0 4
2 3 2 7
2 0 L 6
) 0 5 6
2 0 0 2
! 2 3 6
| 0 0 |
0 0 ! 1
2 ] L 1
0 | 5 6
0 | 3 b
0 (1] 2 2
0 0 | !
0 0 l 1
0 0 2 2
| } 2 h
2 0 0 2
| 0 0 1
0 ] - !
| 0 0 1l




vi.

SUMMARY AND CONCLUS!ONS

This study describes and evaluates soms aress of an experimental

program for 150 educationally disadvantaged youths of the Los Angeles
City Junior College district, held in the summer of 1967 on the campus
of Los Angeles City College. Three groups of fifty students were involved:
(1) culturally dissdvantaged, (2) bilinguelly disadvantaged, and (3)
college disqualified. This report Is l1imited to considerstions of stu-
dent attributes and changes In those attributes during the program. Other
reports will discuss curriculum seterlals, tesching methodology, and re-
lated toplcs.

Students In Groups | and 2 ware selected from twenty=-four local
high schools. Students In Group 3 were selected frum all six Las Angeles
city junior colleges. About half of each group were male, Most of the
students were longstime Los Angeles residents, with family and background
characteristics similar to those found in other studies of disadvantaged
students (e.g., L.A.C.C. Research Study #64=15). |

Performance on the SCAT test by Group 3 students was sbout squivalent
to that of all entering LACC students, while the performance of Groups | and
2 was conslderably lower. Graup 2 showed & much higher sptituds level when
measured by a non=verbal test. Group 1 porfw on this test was only
siightly higher. ’ |

A msasure of attitudes relating to achievement devised by Professor
Newton Matfessel of the University of Southern California wis administered
to the entire group &t ths beginning and again at the end of the project.
Dr. Motfesse! found that “the program did result In favorable attitudinal
changes as related to the stated objective.

Reading and vocabulary levels for the three groups wers measured at

the beginning and again at the end of the progrem, The vocabulary msasure
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Summary and Conclusions (continued)

indicated proficiency at about the tenth grade level for Groups 1 and 2,
ond twelfth grade level for Group 3. All three groups improved sitghtly

but not significantly by the end of the project. On the reading measurs,
Groups | and 2 averaged at about the tenth percentile when compared with
LACC Psychology ! students, Group 3 st the 25th percentile. Agein, improve=
ment at the end of the project was positive but small.

Students persisted at a high rate throughout the project. Percent
of those starting who completed the program was 84 for Group 1, 74% for
Group 2, and 90% for Group 3. Grading petterns in the courses showed
considerable variation. Overall average grade point average was 2.34, con~
siderably above the overall LACC average. About two-thirde of esch group
enroiled in a Los Angeles college for the Fall, 1967 semsster.

Student reaction to the program was gonerally quite favorahle., MNore
criticism cams from Growp 3 participants than others, probabily reflesting
the fact that members of this group had college experience prior to the
program. Students responded favorsbly to the "yeacher-aides'’, thought the
fleld trips worthwhile, would have liked more individual zounseling, thought
the textbooks too easy, found their fellow students industrious snd very
frisndly, and would strongly advise other students !ike themsslves to attend

such a program.




